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Appeal is taken from the Examiner's Office Action mailed November 4, 2005, 
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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 
37 CFR §41.37(c)(l)(i) 

The real party in interest in this appeal is Ensequence, Inc., the assignee of the 
above-referenced patent application. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 
37 CFR §41. 37(c)(1)(H) 

There are no other appeals or interferences known to Appellant, the Appellant's 

representative, or assignee that will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 

bearing on the Board's decision in this appeal. 

III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 
37 CFR §41 J7(c)(l)(iii) 

1. Claims presented: 1-19 

2. Claims rejected: 1-19 

3. Claims allowed or confirmed: NONE 

4. Claims withdrawn: NONE 

5. Claims objected to: NONE 

6. Claims cancelled: NONE 

All the rejected claims, Claims 1 -19, are being appealed. The appealed claims arc 
eligible for appeal, having been finally rejected. 
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IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 
37 CFR §41.37(c)(l)(iv) 

Subsequent to the last Office Action mailed OH November 4, 2005, which 

contained a Final rejection of the appealed claims, no further amendments have been filed. 



V. SUMMARY OF THE CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 
37 CFR §41.37(c)(l)(v) 

There are two independent claims, 1 and 14, involved in this appeal. 

The present invention is directed to a novel method for presenting a list of media- 
content items that share an association with two or more user-selected top-level categories. 
FIG. 5 below is taken from the application as filed and illustrates on the left side a list of 
media-content items (e.g., movies). 
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FIG3 

Each movie can be tagged with meta-data associating the movie with certain 
category types. Movie 1, for instance, is associated under the "action", "adventure" and 
"foreign" top-level categories. The inventive method as claimed "selects for presentation 
lo the user under control of the processor in a single compile a sub-list of only those media 
content items associated with all of the two or more top-level categories selected by the 
user." Such a compile, conducted using the categories selected in FIG. 3 below ("action", 
"comedy", and "Sci-Fi") would result in presentation of a sub-list including only movie '4' 
from FIG. 5. Movie 4, in other words, is the "only" media content item "associated with 
all of the two or more top-level categories selected by the user." 
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The independent claims are of various scope and claim overlapping features. 

• Claim 1, for instance, claims a method for selecting among multiply- 
categorized items within a media device in which multiple top-level categories 
can be selected, and a sub-list presented listing only items associated with all of 
the multiple lop-level categories selected. 

• Claim 14 claims a method for displaying content on a display screen including 
steps for selecting at least two of the top-level categories displayed and 
performing a single compile on the selected categories. 

Each independent claim is directed to different aspects of the invention and each stand and 
fall, independently, with their associate dependent claims. 



A InHpppnrtent Claim 1 


( liiiiii Language 


Support in S|iccilic;iti«ii/Figiirc.s | 


A method for selecting among multiply- 
categorized items within a media device 
comprising a memory, a processor and a 
display, comprising: 


FIG. 1 

• Display (12) 


storing within memory a list of a plurality 
of media content items and associated top- 
level categories, including at least one 
having associated therewith two or more 
top-level categories; 


• List (FIG. 5 movies 1-14) 

• Top-level categories (FIG. 5 table, also 
FIG. 1 items 16a-16h) 


allowing selection under control of the 
processor by a user of two or more top- 
level categories from the list of categories 
stored in memory; 


Select button (18) 

FIG. 3: Selection of action (16a), comedy 
(16d) and sci-fi (I6h) categories. 
FIG. 4: Selection of drama (16e) and 
adventure (16b) categories. 
"In a conventional program guide, only one 
selection would be permissible, and a list of 
items would be presented. In contrast, the 
disclosed system allows multiple selections 
to be made from the topic list category." 
(Application page 3, lines 13-15) 


selecting for presentation to the user under 
control of the processor in a single compile 
a sub-list of only those media content items 
associated with all of the two or more top- 
level categories selected by the user; and 


"The available choices would be compiled 
by accumulating all of the choices available 
for any item that satisfied the combined 
conditions of the category search." 
(Application page 4, lines 18-20) 


presenting to the user on a display the sub- 
list of selected media content items. 


FIG. 6 

Display (FIG. 1 item 12) _____ 
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Claim Liiil&iUiKe 


Support in Spcciilciitioii/Fimu'cs 1 


A method for selecting for display content 
of a display screen, the method comprising 
the steps of: 


FIG. 1 

• Display (12) 


displaying a list of top-level categories on a 
display screen; 


• List (FIG, 5 movies 1-14) 

• Top-level categories (FIG. 5 table, also 
FIG. 1 items 16a-l6h) 


selecting at least two of the top-level 
categories from the list; 


Select button (18) 

FIG. 3: Selection of action (16a), comedy 
(16d) and sci-fi (I6h) categories. 
FIG. 4: Selection of drama (loe) ana 
adventure (16b) categories. 
"In a conventional program guide, only one 
selection would be permissible, and a list of 
items would be presented. In contrast, the 
disclosed system allows multiple selections 
to be made from the topic list category." 
(Application page 3, lines 13-15) 


performing a single compile on the selected 
top-level categories; and 


"The available choices would be compiled 
by accumulating all of the choices available 
for any item that satisfied the combined 
conditions of the category search." 
(Application page 4, lines 1 8-20) 


presenting on the display screen content 
responsive to said selecting step. 


FIG. 6 

Display (FIG. 1 item 12) 



VI GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

37 CFR §4l37(c)(l)(vi) 

A. Claims 1-3 and 5-1 9 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,544,354 to May, et al. (referred to herein as the "May" 
reference), in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,608,899 to Li, et al. (referred to herein as the "Li" 
reference). 

B. Claim 4 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
May, in view of Li, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,718,551 to Swix, et al. 
(referred to herein as the "Swix" reference). 
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VH. ARGUMENT 
37 CFR §41.37(c)(l)(vii) 
The general issue is whether claims 1-19 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
in view of the prior art of record. Briefly, the specific issues can be stated as follows: 
. May only allows "one-at-a-timc" selection of a category at a certain hierarchical level, 
thus failing to teach the claim 1/14 limitation of allowing selection/selecting at least 
two of the top-level categories from the list; 
. Because of May's use of "one-at-a-time" selection, May cannot be altered or combined 
with another reference (e.g., Li) to enable the claim 1/14 limitation of 
performing/selecting for presentation in a single compile a sub-list from multiply- 
selected top-level categories; 
. Also because of May's use of "one-at-a-time" selection, May would never be able to 
select for presentation only those media content items associated with all of the two or 
more top-level categories selected as stated in claim 1 . Instead, May (in combination 
with Li) would present all media content items associated with any one of the two or 
more top-level categories in multiple sub-lists, each associated with a different top- 
level category. This very distinct difference is represented in Table 1 below. 
♦ Because of Li's use of the OR operator (see, e.g., col. 3, lines 28-34), Li would never 
be able to select for presentation only those media content items associated with all of 
the two or more top-level categories selected as stated in claim 1. Instead, Li would 
present all media content items associated with any one of the two or more top-level 
categories in a single sub-list. This difference is also demonstrated in Table 1 below 
listing sub-lists resulting from the teachings of the claimed invention, the May 
reference, and the Li reference in view of applicant's FIG. 3 and 5. 
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lahteJ. 

Resulting Sub-list from FIG. 3 Search on FIG. 5 list 



Method 


Sub-List Contents (Movie #s) 


Lxplunation 1 


Claimed 
Invention 


4 


Only movie #4 is associated with all of 
the action, comedy, and sci-fi categories 
selected by the user. 


May 

(U.S. Pat. No. 5,544,254) 


I" Sub-List: 1,4, 13, and 14 
2^ Sub-List: 4, 5, 8, and 10 
3 rd Sub-List: 4 and 9 


May allows only "one-at-a-time" 
selection within a certain hierarchy level 
(see, e.g., Figure \C in which only HBO 
is selected). Therefore, selection of the 
"action" top-level category in FIG. 5 
would result in display within the May 
content window 107 (Figure 1C) of those 
movies associated with the Action 
category. Clicking next on the ''comedy" 
category would erase the first sub-list and 
display in its place those movies 
associated with the Comedy category. 
Clicking finally on the "Sci-Fi" category 
would erase the second sub-list and 
display in its place thosu movies 
associated with the Sci-Fi category. The 
sub-list contents of each selected 
category is serially displayed; but there is 
no single compile of the results 


Li 

(U.S. Pat. No. 5.608.899) 


1,4, 5,8,9, 13, and 14 


User may select multiple categories with 
conditions in a logical OR relationship 
with one another (U col. 3, lines 31-34) 
and displays all data associated with each 
selected category (Li FIG. 2A/2B). 
Selecting action, comedy, and sci-fi 
categories would therefore result in sub- 
list of all movies corresponding to at 
least any one of the selected categories. 



The May reference has been cited by the Examiner during prosecution as teaching 
all elements of independent claims 1 except operation of a "single compile" within the 
"selecting for presentation" step. Applicant traverses this assertion on the grounds noted 
below, namely that the May reference is incapable of allowing selection of two or more 
top-level categories to enable presentation of a sub-list including only those items 
associated with all of the categories selected. 
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A May '354 does not (each the step of "allowing selection under control of the 
processor by a user of two or more top-level categories from the list of 
categories stored in memory; " 

Examples of this step in the present application are s how inFIGs.3and 4 (below): 
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SELECT 
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FIG. 3 



™ FIG. 4 



Step 40 in FIG. 6 allows a user to select from the top-level category list and only moves on 
to the compile step 44 when the select button is activated. Accordingly, more that one top- 
level category may be selected as shown in the above figures. 
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FIGURE 1C 

Contrast this with figure 1C of the May '354 patent (above) where ONLY the 
HBO™ top level domain 121 is selected. In fact, there is no indication within May '354 
that more than one top-level domain may be selected at any one time. Instead, once the 
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top-level domain HBO™ is selected or "focused" in the May '354 patent, the display 
moves to the matrix shown in Figure ID (see, e.g., col. 18, lines 17-39) which lists the 
HBO movie types - the Figure ID list is a nested matrix and not a top-level category list. 
Further in May '354 (col. 18, lines 53-57), "these further searches are concatenated, such 
that the results of each search further narrow the list of titles, thus allowing the viewer to 
more easily identify a specific cell." In other words, each search screen selection (Figures 
1C. ID, and IE) result in an additional search rather than a single compile. 

A further example of how only one item from a presented list may be selected at 
one time under the May '354 patent is found in its Figure 2 (below): 





oncoaaqnc 



1MW1 
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FIGURE 2 



The hierarchal database illustrated in May '354 would not properly operate to allow 
selection of two or more categories from any presented list (e.g.. from a top level list such 
as from Figure IB). Note in Figure IB, for instance, selection of element 2 leads the user 
to a selection from screen 104(b), whereas selection of element 12 from Figure IB would 
lead to screen 104(d). There is no explicit disclosure or suggestion of what would happen 
if BOTH elements 2 and 12 were selected. No such disclosure can now be imparted to 
May '354. 

in conclusion, May '354 does not teach the step of allowing selection of two_or 

^r-'-^" 1 categories from a list of such categories since the concatenated search in 

May '354 allows selection of only one top-level category and then a lower-level category 
using a linearized subtree, 
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B May '354 does not teach (he step of, "selecting for presentation to the user . . 
a sub-list . . . o/only those media content items associated with all of the two 
™ *»™> mp A ex r l c"**™™* iPlortPd hv the user " ■ 

The May '354 patent only allows selection or -focusing" by a user on only one top- 
level category. Although various sub-level categories may be selected (e.g., "Specials" 
within the HBO top-level category), this is not akin to associating content with multiple 
top-level categories. In fact, the user of the May '354 interface must work through various 
nested screens before arriving at the single selected choice. This use of nested tables is the 
point of the May '354 invention. 

As May does not teach the step of selecting for presentation the sublist of media 
content associated with all of the two or more top-level categories selected by the user, 
removal of the §1 02(b) rejection is required. 

The combination of the May and Li references fail on two grounds: (1) there is no 
suggestion in the art that May and Li could or should be combined, and (2) even if 
combinable, the references together do not teach aU elements of the claimed invention. 

C May '354 does not teach the step of "at least one [media content item] haying 
„<,r,^int*,i th^^ith tw o nr more tnn-ievel categories; 

The Appellants' invention differs from May in that the top-level categories of May 
a* not described as being potentially overlapping (although May does not explicitly state 
this). Figure 2 does not depict a database relationship in which a single element at the 
lowest level of the database classification hierarchy is referenced by two or more elements 
at higher levels of the database hierarchy, a feature which is essential to the claimed 
invention and explicitly stated in the first independent claim, as amended ("including at 
least one having associated therewith two or more top-level categories".) 

a Tb( , rr afc s^ rr rtr" to Camhim F^res nf the. Mm' nnff f i Kefermces 
The Federal Circuit has been consistent in reversing the PTO when a rejection is 
made on the basis of hindsight, that is when an Examiner rejects the application under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) grounds as obvious under a combination of two or more patents without 
any specific suggestion within the patents to combine the features. In_ rc R nuffrtt , 47 
USPQ2d 1453 (Fed. Cir. 1998), the federal Circuit refused to uphold an obviousness 
rejection, even where skill in the art is high, absent the specific identification of principal, 
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known to one of ordinary skill in the art that suggests the claimed combination. 

The Federal Circuit reemphasized the care to be taken when combining prior art 
references in obviousness findings in Frnlnrht-m v Southern Cnl F-diso n, 56 USPQ2d 
1065 (Fed. Cir. 2000), stating that such absence of evidence to combine prior art 
references "is defective as hindsight analysis." The Federal Circuit held similarly in Iaxe 
Katzah, 55 USPQ2d 1313 (Fed. Cir. 2000), reversing the PTO and stating that, 
"[identification of prior art statements that, in abstract, appear to suggest claimed 
limitation does not establish prima facie case of obviousness without finding as to specific 
understanding or principal within knowledge of skilled artisan that would have motivated 
one with no knowledge of the invention to make the combination in the manner claimed." 

Finally, the Federal Circuit has reaffirmed their view that the PTO used improper 
hindsight analysis to reject patent claims under § 103(e) in the recent case of lnrnU* 277 
F.3d 1338, 61 USPQ2d 1430 (Fed. Cir. 2002), stating that a specific suggestion in the 
prior art cited is required and not a simple citation to "common knowledge and common 
sense." Lee includes a tour-de-force of case law directed to the issue of combining 
references including those as follows: 

• "The factual inquiry whether to combine references must be thorough and 
searching. ... It must be based on objective evidence of record. This 
precedent has been reinforced in myriad decisions, and cannot be dispensed 
with." (Lee, 277 F.3d at 1343) 

• "A showing of a suggestion, teaching, or motivation to combine the prior art 
references is an essential component of an obviousness holding." (quoting 
Rrn wn * aaui a msoi] lahacco rn T v Philin Morris, Tn c , 229 F.3d 1 120, 
1 124-25, 56 USPQ2d 1456, 1459 (Fed. Cir. 2000) 

• "Our case law makes clear that the best defense against the subtle but 
powerful attraction of a hindsight-based obviousness analysis is rigorous 
application of the requirement for a showing of the teaching or motivation to 
combine prior art references." (quoting CP Rfird toe v M3 Systems, Tn fc, 
157 F.3d 1340, 1352, 48 USPQ2d 1225, 1232 (Fed. Cir. 1998) 

• "There must be some motivation, suggestion, or teaching of the desirability 
of making the specific combination that was made by the applicant." (quoting 
b^aXtottce 160F.3d 1339, 1343,48 TJSPQ2d 1635, 1637 (Fed. Cir. 1998) 
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. "Teachings of references can be combined only if there is some suggestion or 
incentive to do so" gating lamina, 837 F.2d 1071, 1075, 5 USPQ2d 
1596 1600 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (emphasis in original) 
The Patent Office has failed to display the rigor required by the Federal Circuit holdings in 
demonstrating a suggestion within the art that the cited prior art references should be 
combined. First, there is no suggestion within the teaching that selection of more than one 
category is desired. Second, there is no demonstration that multiple selection as m Lx 
could be implemented within the May reference given the hierarchical structure shown m 
May FIG 2 and the clear illustration of operation in May FIG. 4 showing prev,ew of a 
highlighted cell and then shift to a new cell when the preview is complete. Tlurd, the U 
reference would not benefit from display of only the results that fulfill all the selected 
categories, thereby making a §l03(b) rejection deficient on its face. This deficiency JS 
explored in the section below. 

£ . Vnf m E lemeatx a fi l he Clmms 4xa TmgH 0* Combmancm nfMny and L i 
It is quite clear that May fails to teach the selection of two or more top level 
categories from a list of such categories and then presenting a sub-list resulting in a 
compile of the category selections. Column 5, lines 33-37, disclose that ,he user selects a 
(single) focused cell resulting in a new matrix being displayed associated with the focused 
cell Claims 40 and 41 of the May reference (Col. 32, lines 35-65) specify quite clearly 
that a first selection of a parser cell within a matrix results shows a second matnx 
"subordinate to the focused parser cell" and that a second user input to select the focused 
parser cell displays a "subordinate matrix." It is clear, then, that only one focused cell can 
be selected at any one time within a particular matrix. 

The Examiner has noted in a previous Office Action that the step of "selecting at 
least two of the top-level categories from the list" is accomplished by vague ^wge 
within May that "filters the title of the cells that are available at...." (Col. 5, lines 45-47). 
One knowledgeable in the art would not equate the two features since May is incapable 
for reasons explored in detail in applicants' previous responses, of handling select™ of 
two or mor* top-level categories. That is, search cells invoking this filter are not disclosed 
anywhere within May as allowing a filter to take place among two or more simultaneously 
selected top level categories. Instead, the patent refers to results from a search to be m the 
form of a "linearized subtree" (see, Col. 17, line 66) where only one selects wtthm 

PaiTe *j Serial Np. 10/057,556 

APPEULANTS BRIEF ragc 

PAGE 14/20 * RCVD AT 3/23/2006 6:39:26 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-2/5 * DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:5032744622 * DURATION (mm-ss):06-28 



MAR-23-2006 THU 03:45 PH HARGER JOHNSON FAX NO. 5032744622 



displayed search matrix (read "concatenated" at Col. 18, line 55) can be displayed at one 
time. There is no reference within May that suggests that two top-level categor.es can be 
selected from within a list at any one time. A previous Office Action (p. 3) states: 
M» y .1 at docs not teach selecting for presentation to the user under control of 
the processor in a single compile a sub-list of only those media content items 
associated with all of the two or more top-level categories selected by the user. 

However, 

U a a | teaches selecting for presentation to the user under control of the 
processor in a single compile a sub-list of only those media content items 
associated with all of the two or more top-level categories selected by the user. 
(See Li d column 3, lines 26, 57) 
Applicants disagree with the above statement on the grounds that Li compiles a search 
using logic OR rather than equivalent to a logic AND as in the present invention. That is, 
rather than teach a selection process using a logic AND statement (as suggested by the 
limitation "all of the two or more" in the claims), Li teaches the direct opposite: 
As shown in K1G. 2B, when a check box for a category such as "SONY" is 
checked, the query statement used to generate the original chart is modified to 
reflect the selection. In addition, the user may select multiple categories by 
selecting multiple check boxes. When multiple boxes are checked, these 
conditions me preferably in logical OR relationship with each other. (LLfiUU-, 
Col. 3, lines 28-34) 

Li, therefore, composes the query to display a list of those items in which anyone of the 
selected elements is present. The result from such a query yield very different results than 
the present invention (see, e.g., Table 1 above). In fact, it is not clear that Li could even be 
modified to present intersection results since the data presented as examples m the 
drawings (see. **. FIG. 213 showing market share from Sony, Panasonic, Aiwa, Sanyo, 
and Other) are mutually exclusive and would not benefit from an AND analysis. 
Accordingly, one cannot infer such a compile from the U reference and Li cannot 
therefore be properly combined with the May reference to teach each and every feature of 
the claims. 

That is, Li cannot perform the step of, "selecting for presentation to the user under 
control of the processor in a single compile a sub-list of only those media content items 
associated with all of the two or more top-level categories selected by the user.' 
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The Appellants' invention differs from Li in that the categories presented visually 
by Li are at a single level of a search hierarchy and are mutually exclusive, that is, non- 
overlapping by definition. Li at Col. 3 lines 13-14 and lines 56-57 describes the depumon 
of "specific information banging to a certain category" which reads as indxcahng that a 
given piece of information can belong to only a single category. Data depicted in a bne 
chart or scatter diagram are described by a unique value along each of possibly multmle 
dimensions, thu, making the measure along each such dimension exclusive. When 

multiple selections are made in any single presentation, the logical operation involved is an 
OR of the multiple areas (See, Li, Fig. 3D references 355, 356 and 310; Fig. 4D 
630, 780, and 880; Col. 3 lines 32-34; and Col. 4 lines 53-56.) In the cases where U 
constructs a database query using an AND operator (depicted for example in U iMg. 3B 
and Fig. 4C reference 770, and described at Col. 5, lines 5-12), the AND operator ,s 
referencing attributes at two different ievels of the classification hierarchy, not two 

categories at the same level. 

Attempting to combine May and Li through a selection of two or more such top- 
level categories of May, according to the method of Li, would result in an OR query. 
Through a consideration of Figure 2 in May, this leads to the selection and depicts ot all 
those second-level entries which occur in any of the two or more top-level categones. tn 
distinction to our invention. 

Because neither Li nor May recognize the concept of filtering or querying based on 
membership in all of two or more distinct but potentially overlapping categories at a smgle 
] eV el the combination of Li and May cannot result in such a concept. 

' Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance of the claims by the Board ,s 
respectfully requested. 

VID. CLAIMS APPENDIX 
37 CFR §4137(c)(l)(viii) 
A copy of the claims involved in the appeal, Claims 1-19. are attached hereto as an 
appendix, entitled Claims Appendix. 
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IX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 
37 CFR §4t.37(c)(l)(ix) 
No evidence was submitted pursuant to 37 CFR §§ 1-130, 1.131 or 1.132 of this 
title, nor was any other evidence entered by the Examiner and relied upon by the Appellant 
in the appeal. 

X RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 
37 CFR §4l.37(c)(l)(x) 

No related proceeding was identified pursuant to 37 CFR § 41 .37(0(1)00 of this 

section. 

CONCLUSION 

The Appellant requests favorable consideration by the Board. If any questions 
remain, please call the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MAROER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, PC. 




Scott A. Schaffer 
Reg. No. 38,610 




MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C 
210 SW Morrison Street, Suite 400 
Portland, OR 97204 
503-222-3613 



Serial No. 10/057,556 



Pago 15 



APPELLANTS BRIEF 



PAGE 17/20 » RCVD AT 3/23/2006 6:39:26 PM [Eastern Standard Time) » SVR:USPTO£FXRF-2/5 « DNIS:2738300 * CSID:5032744622 * DURATION (mm-ss):06-28 



HAR-23-2006 THU 03:45 PM MARGER JOHNSON 



FAX NO. 5032744622 



P. 18 



VID. CLAIMS APPENDIX 
37CFR§41.37(c)(l)(viii) 

The text of the claims on appeal, 1-19, are as follows: 

1 A method for selecting among multiply-categorized items within a media 
device comprising a memory, a processor and a display, comprising: 

t o P -,evel categories, including at least one having associated therewith two or more -p. 
^T^g^tionunder control of t hc processor hy a user of two or more to.lcvel 

select for ^ « *• — — '° M '« " ° ^ 

- — — — — * M ot ,he ,wo OT m ~ 

top-level categories selected by the user; and 

presenting to the user on a display the sub-list of selected med ia content items. 

2. The method of claim 1. wherein the top-level categories include "action". 

3. The method of claim 1. wherein the top-level categories includes 
"adventure" 

4 . The method of claim 1, wherein the top-level categories includes "adult". 

5. The method of claim 1. wherein the top-level categories includes 
"comedy". 

6 . The method of claim 1. wherein the top-level categories includes "drama". 

7. The method of claim 1 , wherein the top-level categories includes "foreign' 

8. The method of claim 1 , wherein the top-level categories includes 
"musical". 
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The method of claim 1, wherein the top-level categories includes "sci-fi". 



10. The 
'romance'*. 



method of claim 1. wherein the top-level categories includes 



1 1 The method of claim 1. further comprising the steps of: 

media content one or more items; and 

lowing sa.ec.ion by auserof or.no* Hems from thesubmenu M and 
sc.ec.tog for predion to .he user a Ust of only those media conum, .terns 

win, a,, of one .wo o. more toe-leve, categories se.ec.ed hy me user « arc also 

associated with the Hems selected from the submenu tat. 

12 The method of claim 11, whemm. he step of allowing selection from the 
submenu lis, occurs after the step of aHowinese.ect.on of the .op-leve! caKgones. 

13 The method of ctalm 12. whereto*. s«p of allowing selection of item* 
ftom the submenu Us. includes displaying me items to .he user, wherein the items 
displayed is dependent upon the top-level categories selected by the user. 

,4. A method for selecting for display content of a display screen, me method 



comprising the steps of: 

displaying a list of top-level categories on a display screen; 
selecting at least two of the top-level categories from the list; 
performing a single compile on the selected top-level categories; and 
presenting on the display screen content responsive to said selecting step. 

15. The method of claim 14, further comprising the steps of: 
selecting at least one item from a submenu list; and 

presenting on the display screen Oata associated with said se.eeted .tern and sa,d 
selected top-level categories. 
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lt The method of Cairn 14. wherein .he s.cp of presenting on me dup ay 
s crcen ennten, responsive » said seeing s,ep memdes ,he srep of displaymg of b. 
content associated with ail of said top-level categories selected from ,he Us,. 

17 The method of claim 14, wherein the step of presenting on the display 
_ Wen, responsive » said selecting s,ep inches me arep * 
comen, associated wirh e*ac,ly all of said »p-level ca,ego„es se.co.ed «om Ore M. 

18 Thememodofclaio 14. wherein me s,e P of presenting on the diaplay 
screen cornea, responsive „ said — srep mcludes ,he srep of discing a Us, of 
cornea, associa,ed wim any one or more top-level category sdeeted from me Us,. 

„ The memod of chum 14 wherein m. .is, of ,op level caregories includes « 
le « four of.be Mowing: action, advenmre, ad* comedy, dmma, foreign, mua.ca,. 
romance and sci-fi. 
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